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Great Britain, he would have said that which was
neither very unnatural nor very inconsistent with, the
facts of the case; yet no one can imagine that such
a statement would have prevented an immediate
declaration of war on the part of Great Britain if
any foreign State had dared to accord to the colonists
the status of belligerency. On the whole, it seems
impossible at the same time to pretend to impartial
judgment, and to deny that, whether the view taken
by the United States on this subject be erroneous or
not, it rests upon some plausible foundation.

The other great objection on the part of England
will probably be that the proposed reference to the
judgment of a neutral power of her right to recognise
the belligerency of the revolted States would not be
consistent with national self-respect. It is true that
. this objection has been so far invalidated as that,
by the Clarendon-Johnson Convention, England had
agreed that this grievance of recognition should be
submitted to the arbitrator appointed to adjudicate
upon the Alabama claims as one of the data for his
guidance; but the difference in degree between this
concession and the direct reference now suggested
will be strongly insisted on. Nor can it be denied
that such a mode of deciding such a question is more
alarming to national susceptibilities than would be
its decision by that time-honoured tribunal which
dispenses justice through the medium of explosive
compounds. But the question is, which of these two
methods is really most worthy of a great nation?
If it were not for the strange hallucination which